Dear Jim, Hay case, status 7/23/lS 

There is a question I've been c'-aning to ask you o:jace the evid. hxg. that 
carae to oind earlier tinis noming; 

-rfould it laeaxi as a laatter of law or possible of probable judiciijl intei^ 
jSEftaticai if there were a substantial case of Huie's giving everything he got froa 
Say to the SBI? Or if there were proof of it? 

In terms of -^ay's defense and effectiveness of counsel in perritting it and parti- 
cularly tlis ^^ula-Foreaaxx doge of Forenan having Huie's papers when Huie w«mt before the 
grand jury, (Do we k;iow w^en and where huie got tlion back?^ow? Do you tibuik ha dared 
carry thee out of FoiTeinan a ^tel room without a deal?) 

in teK'iS of huie's paying for Hay's "aefense?" 

Would this havs greater aigalfioance if there were no evidence against liay axid 
no real means of even tracing his novoiaents as Beasley alleged in his aan:ation? 

If there is a legal point here or one is possible, thinlc about it and let us 
discuss it when I'll be in D.C. next week. 


Best, 


